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llie forcgouig amendraei ts and the e remarks mem response to the OlHce Ac* or drtcd 
Jalv 9, 2009 Apphcaiit berebv requests a three moath exter5>'on t me fo. fll'iig t"^ po v 

r/ator si^ne to ai^. t o"- ^ ^ t Oux^s t V o ! ^J*-^ 

C lams 1 -7 u ere re'et.tea on the ground of non-'?tamtor> obvjous-ne'Sij-t} oe double palemmg 1 e 
Tejections are discussed m more detai! below. 

1. Eejectiossg based a^OH art 

C d n's 1 C v\t.r T>,jx.vlcd iii's, SC V02p^«i.a*^ * n<steU K ur tb.. tvn 
ur.der U C VflO^la; as beug ob\iOiu, over LP 1 2^6 '=:()5 to U n )•( a i snerea^uj ^ /i/V^ 
Claim 7 was, rejected under 35 U S C i?103{a) as bemg unpatcr'ablc o c as apphcd to 

claim 3 md forther m view oft S P*.*ent"No 4 769,220 to /ardi C Zi.fdi") 

Applicant hss amendec claim 3 to deljise a reactor mcorporatHig the leatures of previous 
claim's 3 7 Clmmb 4-7 are cancelled hcicr In amended claim 3, the holes fonuea m the carter oi 
the disfibution-svpplicr ad-vant^ fvo j^h maKv the second chamber of the heat exchangei fii.d 
cc^ mvr cat n w\tA ni n i i m" ""i, "i^ ^ j v \\ t, t i"^ ^ ] i ■> U ^ f > 
accordm-. lo U»c c'asm u is posbiose 'o ieed t least part of he rca£.tajU<> u o tlie ^a^<*Ust n ass 
thio^gh the second chambei of the heat exchanger, the duct defined between the wall of the 
exchanger and tlie carter and firally through the holes formed m said tarter (see for ini>taiKe figure 
?) hi ths v, % it\ nossjhJc *o distribute ^be feeding of thv reactant-? at dilTeretil pomts o* the 

V c e nc i fi rt v i -^t i i,s apJ Hi w <tf^ ^ is ^ —v i 

♦hemelhcd ■>! 4 1 -io'o^^thit (Uvi'^nti ^ i \iu I'-of! k or i samt 

"easom as cxplamcd wit respect *o the allowable -peihed claim i ^^nd therefore tb a.^'i mc^ set 
lonn m Applicants' prcv ous response bhould applv equaiiv to anended claim 3 

On the co"tf ^ j \ f apparatus disclosed and taught m fdippi prov ides for a carter without 
iiole^, the latter bcnij^ oni> oef ned on the wall o>. the heat exchanger it^elt "o a& to piu m fuid 
commi nication the care w^th iie internal of the exchanger f sy,e tor instance f guies 1 5 j Ko Dmd 
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commumcation betftc^r my chamber oi the e\whangor and thv cata^jst n iss is po&sibk* or 
buggefeied with the appai atus according to / jhppi Is this respect tnv argimicnts set lorth at pa^t 3, 
point 5 o*'r^e Offline At lion oie tra\ ersed as being the lesult of m Cxroneo is ara^>is3S o{ ' hp^^i 

Fv5 * tUuOo^c c-^^itns 5t is suhnined nat *hi. s nji^c m tcf^^ d ^kii 
no* Ciitjcspatt d b-v nor rerctrcc oh\ious bv *he cited p loi a < ana ii t ^t-rs, "> t p ^ t r i>t. k 
dependent clai n iic i so b€he\ed allc^'va'^'e bcca^ist, of theu dependence Lpoc aii allouable ba^e 
tU.m, dnd because oJ tiie hirtner tcature!> recited 

BoitbleFateatiagReiectloH 
Claims Here provisionalh rejected on the grOvind of rra-'tatutOi) obvjo'iMcs'' t>pe 
a I V Ti.ierM v->i"vu>, jrp^ . it '"ic '>\ (.r ai I ^.u^JwIK a _ 'pnlcU? N T/^ 14 
ei ai n'nni 40'' ( Mn% i \^>,re rvfCvCd on tit. ^ ol '"on t<iU 0'> 
I Hvsi. npt, aoisb t. rsciLnt nt ^ Kn^. anp<,kmabk Ovc tla't*- -lO oi I ^ Patent No 
18L -sS*^? in \iew i- appi ( i'lUpps '389") Claitrs ^ (> vsere rejected on tic giounc oI" 
nt nstatutorjr obviousnefevtype double patenting i>s bcmg unpatentable o\er claims 1-6 ot US 
Patent No 7,0S? 20^ to I-ilippi ei al ("! dippi "J05") 

^ K IK v'^^'onal C'tL* OP of claims 3-7 on the ground of nunstatutor ob\iousnesvt5'pe 
douMen- ! s> t i i r v^v^ 5,tm-. 1 " !;o -+03 ti a crsca n vie\\ of the 
i^nendeJ reat^toi --i^ i in ptirticula% none ot >hc ieaturcs r^jatod to the claimed 
distributor-sHppher is present m the copending apphcatios. 

The rejection of claims i~7 on the groimd of noii-itatutoTj ob\ioasness-tvpe ooubk 
pftVinrg as being u'^pp.entabk o\ c"- ckims, 1-10 of 1-dippt ''^89 is also traversed as no *eedn o"^ 
1 hM (. ' I ^^^-^ ^ diikient pOi! U tl (.ivO* d s^^bstvi \i<-^%. \ n 

1 ■< A9 c tv f V m Ltjt mer^_l\ concern-, tlie ttJ^S-ofh t cnv ^Ij, op o 
\\ * in' ubu ' <.\ ^s. ViiOiiousN to b hpp "^O'^,ao fluid coTTTiiitaUnK^vs^ar tie 
niter ill of the nc»^t e\v"ianger and the i^^tahs.* irf>!s<5 1<; possmie or suggested w th the appaiaia^ 
according to biitppi 389. 

Fiiippi '205 Is tlie U.S. equivalent of EP 1 236 505 {FHippf) cited above in the rejections 
under 35 IIS.C, §§102 and 103. The rejecdon of claims 1-6 on the ground of nonstatutory 
ob^ lousness-{>pe double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 -6 of f i!ippi '205 is thus 
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traversed lot the same reasons as explained above in conuection with the corresponding document 
Fihppi (EP 1 236 505). FiMppi '205 discloses md teaches a metiiod that has nothing to do with the 
claimed method strcc no fecsding of the reactants wjthin the catalytic mass at different poults 
t .cieoi 5^ a o- jJ \ 0.' f ' ^ ^^ i ! c bres Jocument merel> concerns the feeding 

o^ci l^e.i* t\u.. }j; t^'^CM uig ilird \suh.n ihc heat exchanger. 

III. CoBdiiSMia 

Applicatits have made every effort to present eMms whkh distinguish aver tlie prior art, 
and It is thus believed that all claims are in condition for allowance Nevertlieless. Applicants 
inMte the Exaniner to call the UKdersigned if it is beliextd that a telephonic inlenicw would 
s;\rej'te L'-.c n-osccU'on of lb ^ !K o \^ a - 1 v.. vch oi the ior^gojng :em?-k^, 

Apphcsnis respectluily lequest ivconsidcratioj ard pros p l . donapcc of the pend.rg cairns 

Rcspectfidly submUtetL 
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